liv	Introduction: Part IV
from the fact that it is very doubtful whether any of these references
was found in the original Vikramacarita, all these works are so much
older than any date to which the Vikramacarita could possibly be
assigned, that they throw no light on our problem.
Authorship of the work* — None of the mss. of BR known to me
mention any author's name (the statements found at the end of S and
C, see below, clearly belong to JR). Nor is any author mentioned in
the actual texts of my three mss. of MR; but the outside cover of one
of them, Dn, applies to the work the word Nandigvarayagikrta. I
know nothing further of this Nandigvarayagi(n), who, according to
Dn's cover, may be supposed to have been the redactor of MR. I have
not discovered the occurrence of such a name in any other place.
We are just as badly off as to SR. The only text of SR which 1 have
seen which mentions any author's name is V, whose colophon attributes
the work to Kalidasa. This is an obvious absurdity, an instance of
the common Hindu tendency to attach great names to all sorts of
works. One ms. recorded by Biihler in his Catalog of MSS. in Gujarat,
etc. (Bombay 1871-3), 2, p. 130, likewise names Kalidasa as author;
but as Biihler gives the title of this work as Sinhasanadvatringat, a
form of the name otherwise never found among the SR mss., the
chances are that it is a ms. of another recension (presumably JR,
possibly BR), and that the two occurrences are quite independent of
each other. I have not Jbeen able to see the Biihler ms.
Coming next to VarR, we are somewhat better off. In the very
opening sentence of the text of this recension, just after the verse of
invocation, we are told that the work was composed by Vararuci. In
addition the ms. TJ, according to Weber, makes the same statement in
two stanzas found at its conclusion; these stanzas are a garbling of
the stanzas found at the conclusion of JR, see below. As to who this
Vararuci was, there is indeed not much to say; it seems likely that the
name was used in the same way in which V and the Biihler ms. men-
tioned above used the famous name of Kalidasa. Hindu literary tra-
dition has much to say about a personage of this name, whose works
in many departments of literature, especially grammar, are said to
have helpt to adorn and make famous the court of our Vikrama him-
self, while others say he was one of the literary men who lived under
the patronage of Bhoja Param&ra. This shadowy personage, if he
really existed, can at any rate scarcely have been the redactor of V&rR,
must certainly be placed later than any date to wiadh this
could well be assigned* It is, however, of course possible

